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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The references listed in the Information Disclosure Statement filed on September 
04, 2002 and December 14, 2007 has been considered by the examiner (see attached 
PTO-1 449 form). 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3, 4 and 1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a) On line 2 of claims 3 and 4, delete "a" and add --said-- or -the-- before 
"client computer" since this is not the first time client computer is being mentioned. 

b) On line 4 of claim 1 1 , delete "a" and add -said- or -the- before "client 
computer" since this is not the first time client computer is being mentioned. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-11 and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
inventions are directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-1 1 and 26-27 are directed to a file format and signal that are neither a 
process ("actions"), machine, manufacture nor composition of matter (i.e., a tangible 
"thing") and therefore does not fall within one of the four statutory categories of §101 . 
Rather, "signal" is a form of energy, in the absence of any physical structure or tangible 
material. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Srivastava et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,549,922) in view of Fleischman 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,507,847). 

Regarding claims 1 and 26, Srivastava et al. discloses a file format for 
distributing media content from a server computer to a client computer in the form of a 
transfer file, the file format comprising: 

a header section, said header section including media type information (title of 
the media) (see cited portion, but not limited to col. 5, lines 24-26, col. 6, line 1 , table on 
cols. 5 and 6), bit rate information describing a bit rate at which a media asset plays out 
on the client computer (bit rate of the media in bits/second) (see cited portion, but not 
limited to table on cols. 5 and 6), information indicating the time duration of the media 
asset (duration in seconds of the media) (see cited portion, but not limited to table on 
cols. 5 and 6), and size information for various portions of the transfer file (size of the 
media) (see cited portion, but not limited to table on cols. 5 and 6). 

However, Srivastava et al. fails to specifically disclose an asset metadata 
section, said asset metadata section including a source host name, a source asset 
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identifier, and a value indicating a number of plays of the media asset can be played out 
on the client computer. 

Fleischman discloses an asset metadata section, said asset metadata section 
including a source host name (source) (see cited portion, but not limited to col. 3, lines 
3-5), a source asset identifier (indexes) (see cited portion, but not limited to col. 2, line 
67-col. 3, lines 1 -3), and a value indicating a number of plays of the media asset can be 
played out on the client computer (history) (see cited portion, but not limited to col. 3, 
lines 61-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Srivastava et al.'s invention with the above 
mentioned limitation as taught by Fleischman for the advantage of maintaining a history 
database. 

Regarding claims 2 and 27, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman discloses 
everything claimed as applied above (see claims 1 and 26). Srivastava et al. discloses 
the file format further comprising media content, said media content including the media 
asset described by the header section (title of the media) (see cited portion, but not 
limited to col. 5, lines 24-26, col. 6, line 1, table on cols. 5 and 6) and the asset 
metadata section (see cited portion, but not limited to col. 1 , lines 62-col. 2, lines 7). 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman discloses 
everything claimed as applied above {see claims 1 and 2). Srivastava et al. discloses 
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the file format wherein the media content comprises a movie and the user metadata 
includes a director name (director of the movie) (see cited portion, but not limited to 
table on cols. 7 and 8), plot synopsis (summary) (see col. 2, lines 56-65), and actor 
names (movie cast, names of the performers in the movie) (see cited portion, but not 
limited to table on cols. 7 and 8). 

6. Claims 3-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Srivastava et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,549,922) and Fleischman (U.S. Patent No. 
6,507,847) as applied to claims 1 and 2 above, and further in view of Baer et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,035,303). 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman discloses 
everything claimed as applied above (see claims 1 and 2). However, Srivastava et al. 
and Fleischman fail to specifically disclose the file format further comprising a signature 
that identifies the file format to a client computer. 

Baer et al. discloses the file format further comprising a signature that identifies 
the file format to a client computer (see cited portion, but not limited to col. 5, lines 8- 
17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Srivastava et al. and Fleischman's invention 
with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Baer et al. for the advantage of 
identifying the client computer. 
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Regarding claims 5 and 6, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman discloses 
everything claimed as applied above (see claims 1 and 2). However, Srivastava et al. 
and Fleischman fail to specifically disclose the file format further comprising a user 
metadata section, said user metadata including information that can be presented to a 
user. 

Baer et al. discloses the file format further comprising a user metadata section, 
said user metadata including information that can be presented to a user (see cited 
portion, but not limited to col. 4, lines 54-col. 5, line 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Srivastava et al. and Fleischman's invention 
with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Baer et al. for the advantage of a user 
to view and review the metadata content. 

7. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Srivastava et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,549,922) and Fleischman (U.S. Patent No. 
6,507,847) as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Oguz et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,771,703). 

Regarding claim 9, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 2). However, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman fail 
to specifically disclose the file format wherein the media content is presented in an 
MPEG format and the header section specifies a fast forward/rewind file size. 
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Oguz et al. discloses the file format wherein the media content is presented in an 
MPEG format and the header section specifies a fast forward/rewind file size (see cited 
portion, but not limited to col. 31 , lines 42-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Srivastava et al. and Fleischman's invention 
with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Oguz et al. for the advantage of fast 
forwarding or rewinding a multimedia content. 

Regarding claim 10, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 2). However, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman fail 
to specifically disclose the file format wherein the media content is presented in an 
MPEG format and the header section specifies an index file size. 

Oguz et al. discloses the file format wherein the media content is presented in an 
MPEG format and the header section specifies an index file size (see cited portion, but 
not limited to col. 33, lines 27-38). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Srivastava et al. and Fleischman's invention 
with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Oguz et al. for the advantage of 
identifying a multimedia content. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Srivastava et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,549,922) and Fleischman (U.S. Patent No. 
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6,507,847) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Baer et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,035,303) and Oguz et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,771 ,703). 

Regarding claim 11, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman discloses everything 
claimed as applied above (see claim 1). Srivastava et al. discloses the file format 
further comprising media content, said media content including the media asset 
described by the header section (title of the media) (see cited portion, but not limited to 
col. 5, lines 24-26, col. 6, line 1 , table on cols. 5 and 6) and the asset metadata section 
(see cited portion, but not limited to col. 1 , lines 62-col. 2, lines 7), the media content 
comprises a movie and the user metadata includes a director name (director of the 
movie) (see cited portion, but not limited to table on cols. 7 and 8), plot synopsis 
(summary) (see col. 2, lines 56-65), and actor names (movie cast, names of the 
performers in the movie) (see cited portion, but not limited to table on cols. 7 and 8). 

However, Srivastava et al. and Fleischman fail to specifically disclose a signature 
that identifies the file format to a client computer; a user metadata section, said user 
metadata including information that can be presented to a user; the media content is 
presented in an MPEG format and the header section specifies a fast forward/rewind file 
size. 

Baer et al. discloses a signature that identifies the file format to a client computer 
(see cited portion, but not limited to col. 5, lines 8-17); a user metadata section, said 
user metadata including information that can be presented to a user (see cited portion, 
but not limited to col. 4, lines 54-col. 5, line 4). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Srivastava et al. and Fleischman's invention 
with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Baer et al. for the advantage of a user 
to view and review the metadata content. 

However, Srivastava et al., Fleischman and Baer et al. fail to specifically disclose 
the media content is presented in an MPEG format and the header section specifies a 
fast forward/rewind file size. 

Oguz et al. discloses the file format wherein the media content is presented in an 
MPEG format and the header section specifies a fast forward/rewind file size (see cited 
portion, but not limited to col. 31 , lines 42-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Srivastava et al., Fleischman and Baer et 
al.'s invention with the above mentioned limitation as taught by Oguz et al. for the 
advantage of fast forwarding or rewinding a multimedia content. 

Citation of Pertinent Prior Art 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Terheggen (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0073079) discloses metadata items like 
source, author etc. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nnenna N. Ekpo whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1663. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM-5:00 PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Pendleton can be reached on 571-272-7527. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

NNE/nne 
April 18,2008. 

/Brian T. Pendleton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 
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